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Re: Western Wireless Corp. Petition for Designation as an Eligible
Telecommunications Carrier for the Pine Ridge Reservation in South Dakota
CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Ms. Roman Salas:

This letter is written on behalf of Fort Randall Telephone Company, d/b/a Mount
Rushmore Telephone Company, in response to the June 5, 2001 letter from counsel for Western
Wireless Corp ("Western Wireless"). That letter contains Western Wireless' comments
regarding a Stipulation for Procedure on Remand approved by the South Dakota Public Utilities
Commission ("SDPUC"), which identifies specific rural telephone company study areas for
which GCC License Corporation is seeking ETC status. GCC License Corp is the Western
Wireless subsidiary operating in South Dakota. In the June 5, 2001 letter, Western Wireless
asserts: "The SDPUC-approved Stipulation removes any possible claim ofoverlap between the
Pine Ridge ETC application in the instant FCC proceeding and the application before the
SDPUC."

To the contrary, a review of the Stipulation, a copy of which is enclosed, shows that Fort
Randall (and Mount Rushmore Telephone Company) are among the rural telephone companies
for which GCC License Corp is seeking ETC designation from the SDPUC. As previously noted
in Comments filed March 12,2001 by Fort Randall, the area served by Fort Randall includes a
portion of the Pine Ridge reservation containing about 50 customers. Thus, contrary to the
June 5, 2001 letter, the overlap between the present FCC proceeding and the application pending
before the SDPUC has not been resolved.

Please contact the undersigned if further information is needed.

RJJ/krm
Enclosures
cc: Linda Kinney, aGC

Andrea Kearney, aGC
Catherine Schroder, CCB
Anita Cheng, CCB
Richard Smith, CCB
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TC98-146

ORDER APPROVING
STIPULATION

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

)
}
)
)

IN THe MATTER OF THE: FlUNG BY GCc
LICENSE CORPORATION FOR DESIGNATION
AS AN ELIGIBL.E TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CARRIER

On August 25, 1998, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission)
received a request from Gee License Corporation (GCe) requesting designation as an
eligible t~leCQmmunications carrier (ETC) for all the exchanges contained within all of the
counties in South Dakota.

On August 23. 1908. the Commission eledronicslly transmitted notice of the filing
and·the intervention deadline'of September 11, 1998. to interested individuals and entities.
At its September 23, 1998, meeting, the Commission granted intervention to Dakota
Telecommunications Group. Inc. (DTG), South Dakota Independent Telephone CoalitiOn
(SDITC). and U S WEST Communications. Inc. (U S WESn.

The Commission set the hearing for December 17 and 18. 1998. in Room 412. State
Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota. The Issue at the hearing was whether GCe should be
granted designation as an eligible telecommunications carner for all the exchanges
contained within all of the counties in South Dakota. The hearing was held as scheduled
and briefs were filed following the hearing. At its April 26, 1999, meeting. the Commission
unanimously voted to deny the application.

Gee appealed the Commission's decision to circuit court. The circuit court
reversed the Commission's decision and remanded the case to the Commission for
findings on whether it is in the pUblic interest to grant ETC status to Gee in areas served
by rural telephone companies. The Commission, SDITC. and U S WEST appealed the
circuIt court's decision to the Supreme Court. On March 14. 2001, the Supreme Court
affirmed the circuit court's decision.

Cr'i Mav 31. 2001. the Commission re~jved 1lI StipUlation for Procedure on R@mand
entered into between Gqc and SDITC. The Stipulation set the following procedural
schedule:

On or before June 8. 2001, Gee shall file a Supplemental Memorandum with
the Commission addressing whether designating GCe as an additional ETC
for areas served by certain SDITC companies is in the public interest;

On or before June 27, 2001, SOITe will file with the Commission a
Supplemental Rebuttal Memorandum addressing the same Issue; and

......

On or before July 6, 2001, Gee may file a Reply Memorandum.



The Stipulation also listed the specific rural telephone companies in which Gee is seeking
ETC status. The list does not include all of South Dakota's rural telephone companies.
This amends GCC's original application by withdrawing GCCle request for ETC status in
the areas served by certain South Dakota rural telephone ccmpanies.

At its June 4, 2001, meeting, the Commission considered this matter. The
Commission voted to approve the Stipulation for Procedure on Remand. It is therefore

ORDERED, that the Stipulation for Procedure on Remand is approved.

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 7"&t- day of June. 2001.

C!!ImPICATt: OF SERVICE
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BEPOllE TIlE I'UBLIC tJTILlTJlES COMMISSION

OJ'THE STATE OF sOt/Til DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF

nm FILING BY ace LICENSB CORJlORATION
POR. DESIGNATION AS AN BLIGmLE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER

)
)
)

DOCKET NO. TC96-160

smtr".1IA.TION PaR PR.OCEDURE ON REMAND

ace Licemc COlpOration ("GCCj md the South Dakota Independent Telephone

Coalition C'SDII'C II
) hereby stipulate and propose to the South Dakota Pablic Utilities

Commission ("Commission") the issuance of an Order adopting the following items on remand

ofthis matts from the South Dakota Su.pn:me Court.

1. On or before June 8, 2001. ace will KtVe and me with the Commission a

Suppl=mental Memorandum addressing whether designating Gee as an additional eIigJ.'ble

teleoommunicatioDS carrier rETC·) in the areas ~ed by certain snrrc companies is in the

public: intm:st in accordance with 47 U.S.c. § 214(e)(2) and SDCL § 49-31-78. On or before

Jlme 27, 2001, snrrc will serve and file with the CokDUlission a ~lel'nlG1tal Rebuttal

Memorandum addtessini whether designating ace as an additiona.l ETC in the areas saved by

the SDlfe companies is in the publi~ interest in accordance with 47 U.S.C. § 214(eJ(2) and

SDCL § 49-31-18. ace lI1ay file a Reply Memorandum on or before July 6. 2001. Each patry's

Memoranchlm will reforcmc:e the portions of the existing evidence .md record in this doekct that

sapport its position. ~ party may also inclUde a discussion and analysis ofany FCC or any

~ commission decision relevmt to the necessary pUblic interest determination or any other'

....-.



Iep1 authority~t to the clesiptiOIl of In additicmal ETC in tID. area sezved by a rural

tIIlepb=e eompauy.

2. Tho Commiuion Win schedl.tle oral Jr&Um1lDt bc!ote the CommiSAion 011 the

pubHc interest issue, which the parties request to occur \\>itbiu thirty (30) c1ays after~ date Dl1

which occ~s B.=ply MmIorandum is du~. After omt 1Ipment. the Q:tmmission will take the

3. GCC md snrI'C&rtb.cr stipulate and agree that ace"s Application.in this docket

for see~ designation as an additional ETC in areas served by a mral telephone company shall

he -m=d=d to include the South Dakota study area ofouly the mIlowing telr.phone compmies:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(;)
(h)
(i)
G>
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(0)
(P)
(q)
(r)
(8)
(t)
(u)
(y)
(W)
(x)
6')
(z)

AImour Independent Te1ephoDe Compmy
Baltio Telecom Cooperative
Beresfard. MuniQipal Telaphono Company
Bridpwltet-Canil&tot&~ Te1ephonll
Bmo~ TelcphO%ll~/Swiftel Communicatiosu
Dakota T~lc:commJJnieatioDS, Inc.
~ PhQ:asTcl~ Inc.
PortPmda11TeI.phone Compay
Intetibdc TelerommUDications Cooperativ~ Ine.
1efferson Telephone Compsny
ICadob Telephone Com,p8DY
Kmmebec Telephone Company
McCook Coopera:tive TelephOX),e Company
Midstate Comm rmice:tiODtl.1nc.
Mount Rushmore Tde:phoDe Company
RC Communications.*.
RDberts County" To]~:phoneCoop~veAsgn.
San'bom Telephone Cooperative
Saoom,IDc.
Sioux Valley Telephone Company
SpHtroek: Telccotn Coopemive, Inc.
StookboI.Straudburg Telephone Co.
Union TeIcphane Company ­
Valley TeJeeamnnmicaticms Ooopentivc
W-=u To1ephonc ComparlY
West River Cooperative Telephone Company
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1B itipvJatinl to the aD"mdmart of GCC71 Application far ETC c1Mipaticm, SDITe does not

stipuJata to any finding on the pUblic interest iau yet to bo dctemrlned in this dogket. Nothing

in this StipulatioD Iha11 affect OCC"I ~eque&t Cor ETC designation in the South Dakota~ps

ofQwest Cornmtmie:ations (Okt. US WEST Commumca1iODS. mc;.).

4. By the signatures Qf~~ below, Gee and SDITe resp=tfally request

the Comruission adopt this stipuIafed procedure on remand and Wu.e an Order ammding the

GCC LICBNSB CORPORATION

By~ 9d,,:;../{;.......-----
Philip It. Scbe.ukcnbcrs

W-2200 FustNational Bank: BuildiDg
332 Mjnnecota Street
SaintPanI, Minnesota 55101

Attorneys for- Gee Licenee Corporatio.

D8ted: May J} .. 2001
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SOUTH DAXOTA INDBPENOENT

~-----
Executi~ DiRdor
PIO.Box 57
PiCl'IC, S]) 51501

.
Attol1ll)'S for SDITe

Dated: May ,"fIll- , 2001


